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The Tell is located just outside the limits of the modern town of Jebleh, ancient Gibala/Gabala, 1.7 km from the sea, at the junction of two rivers. The larger of these, the Rumailiah river, was navigable as recently as the early part of the 20 th century. This river leads from the Tell directly to the sandy cove at the northern end of the modern town where there is a small bay, visible from the acropolis of the Tell. This is undoubtedly where the harbour of the Bronze Age town of Gibala was situated. In Phoenician times and throughout the Iron Age, the area of the harbour extended to the south, where the modern town of Jebleh is now sited.
T HE P ROJECT
The excavations at Tell Tweini form part of the Jebleh Project, a multi-disciplinary research program initiated at the behest of the Syrian Directorate of Antiquities. Project directors are Prof. Dr. Michel Al-Maqdissi and Prof. Dr. Karel Van Lerberghe (KULeuven, Belgium). Co-director for the museum of Lattakia is Mr. Jamal Haidar. Mr. Masaoud Badawy from the Syrian Department of Antiquities and Prof. Dr. Joachim Bretschneider (KULeuven, Belgium) are the field directors since the beginning of the excavations in 1999. Dr. Klaas Vansteenhuyse (UCLouvain, Belgium) is responsible for the pottery and the correlated chronology of Tell Tweini. 2 The aims of the project are to explore the Middle Bronze-Early Iron Age strata, employing up-to-date scientific techniques and examining, in particular, changes in technology, especially those relating to food processing and ceramic technologies, and economic strategies. We also aim to produce a full ceramic sequence from the Middle Bronze through the Early Iron Age. During the last four excavation campaigns of 1999 to 2002, different Of particular interest are the remains of Middle Bronze Age habitation and the archaeological objects dating to the transition to the Late Bronze Age, which remains a puzzle in this region. Likewise, due to the preservation of the crucial Late Bronze to Iron Age transition, Tell Tweini offers a unique opportunity to study cultural, economic and political events during this still very enigmatic period of the "Sea Peoples", events which radically changed the entire Near East.
T HE T ELL
The Bronze and Iron Age Tell is roughly pearshaped, with the narrow end pointing due west towards the sea (Fig. 2) . The Tell measures about 400 meters east-west by 290 meters north-south, and its surface is approximately 36.250 square Fig. 2 meters (11.6 hectares), more than 6 times larger than Tell Sukas, and about half the size of Tell Ras Shamra-Ugarit.
The Tell of Tweini rises about 15 to 20 meters above the surrounding fields and the surface at the top varies in absolute height between 19 and 27 meters above sea level (Fig. 3) . Currently, there is a fresh water source at the northeastern end of the Tell which still provides ample water for the modern town of Jebleh and the surrounding fields. Nearby, collapsed building remains attest the presence of Bronze and Iron Age architecture, connected to the sources. On the Tell itself, we reconstruct a Phoenician sanctuary connected to a water source in the Iron Age.
The full extent of the settlement remains unknown since no systematic exploration of the lower town has been made. Fortunately, the Tell area is free of modern buildings, so archaeological explorations can take place in any part of the ancient town. For the campaigns in 2003 and 2004 , a geomagnetic survey is planned for the entire Tell to better understand its urban structure. F A NCIENT G IBALA/GABALA  IN THE B RONZE A GE   4 In the middle of the second millennium B.C., two world powers were active in Syria: Egypt in the coastal region and the Mitanni Empire in the rest of Syria. There was no well-defined boundary between these two powers, but there were several semi-autonomous mini states, and local rulers cooperated with either one or the other empire. The Late Bronze Age archives of Ugarit provide important information for the region of "Gabala". However, despite the comparative lack of direct evidence, textual or otherwise, funerary remains suggest that Ugarit was resettled at the start of the Middle Bronze Age by Schaeffer's "porteurs de torques", Amorite tribal groups moving into the region at that time. Certainly the Mari archives provide documentation of a thriving polity at Ugarit, though curiosities remain.
T HE H ISTORYO
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As most of the origin of the public architecture at Tell Ras Shamra once thought to belong to the Middle Bronze Age has been redated to the end of that period or later, 10 we have only the tomb evidence to go on. Regionally, one such Middle Bronze Age tomb has been uncovered at Tell Tweini, containing a fenestrated axe of the 'duckbill' variety (Fig. 4) , well known at Ugarit and also found in warrior graves in the Levant and Egypt. Indeed, tomb-scenes at Beni Hasan indicate that by the early 12 th Dynasty, people from Canaan had entered Egypt via the Nile Delta. These depictions show them armed with native weaponry -javelins, battle-axes and daggers -such as are known from burials throughout the Levant.
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Other evidence for the Middle Bronze Age has come from Tell Siyannu, where, during the recent campaign of excavations, a Middle Bronze Age tablet dealing with exchange of goods to Egypt and Cyprus was found.
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The history of the Late Bronze Age is far better known and represented. In 1350 B.C., Ugarit fell under Egyptian control. Around 1330 B.C., a military expedition by the king of Hatti, Suppiluliuma I, resulted in Mitanni subjugation to the Hittites. Ugarit, Amurru, Qadesh and several other small kingdoms passed into the Hittite sphere of influence.
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From this period onwards, it was the Egyptian and the Hittite Empires fighting for influence and control in Syria. Northeastern Syria came under Hittite influence, as the Hittite king installed a vice-king in Karkemish and local Syrian rulers became Hittite vassals bound by treaty and oath to the Hittite king. The exact boundary with the Egyptian zone depended on the loyalty of Amurru, the most southern vassal state of the Hittite zone. The kings of Ammurru tended to shift their loyalties and were often dealing with Egypt. Ugarit was also a Hittite vassal state and several cuneiform tablets from Ugarit illustrate the relation of the Ugaritic king and the Great King, the Hittite overlord.
Gibala is mentioned for the first time in an Ugaritic document from the second half of the fourteenth century, when Niqmepa was king in Ugarit. The Akkadian tablet PRU 4, 71-76 is in fact a treaty between king Niqmepa and king Abdi c anati of Siyannu-Ushnatu.
14 Siyannu was situated south of Ugarit 15 and is probably identical with Tell Siyannu, a site just seven kilometres east of Jebleh, under exploration for several years by Michel This text from Ugarit makes it clear that Siyannu had been part of the Ugaritic state and that king Abdi c anati had been a vassal of Niqmepa of Ugarit. Abdi c anati was not pleased with the situation and he appealed to the Hittite king to become a direct vassal of the Hittite viceking in Karkemish instead of the Ugaritic king. The Hittite king Mursili II agreed, resulting in the treaty PRU 4, 71-76. In this text, two lists of place names appear: one enumerating the places belonging to Ugarit, the other dealing with the places belonging to the kingdom of Siyannu. In the list of Ugaritic places, the name Gi5-bá-la appears showing that Gibala belonged to the state of Ugarit both before and after the separation of Siyannu from Ugarit. 17 The exact boundaries of this Ugaritic state and the location of Gibala can be studied on the basis of several Ugaritic tablets listing places belonging to Ugarit. PRU 5, 74 is such a list, written in the Ugaritic script. The places mentioned in these lists are classified according to their location so that s everal groups can be discerned. Gibala appears in the group situated on the southern coast where it appears as the last toponym in the group, which implies that it was the southernmost locality of the Ugaritic territory, near the border with Siyannu. The Ugaritic lists with toponyms are not dated but because the localities from Siyannu are not included, it is clear that they date to the time after the aforementioned treaty PRU 4, 71-76 between Niqmepa of Ugarit and Abdi c anati of Siyannu was concluded.
Around 1200 B.C. the state of Ugarit collapsed because of the invasions of the so-called "Sea Peoples". Ugaritic letters from this period are preserved, warning the Ugaritic king about invading troops, and other letters from the Ugaritic king to the king of Alashiya (Cyprus) speak of the disasters taking place in Ugarit. With the downfall of Ugarit, the Ugaritic sources come to an end and Gibala is no longer mentioned for many centuries.
We c an conclude from this brief historical overview that Gabala/Gibala was part of the Ugaritic state and certainly attested in the Late Bronze Age since the second half of the fourteenth century, when Niqmepa was king in Ugarit. As mentioned, the Akkadian tablet PRU 4, 71-76 
Archaeological fields and phases
At present, three fields (A, B, C) are being excavated at Tell Tweini.
Field B
In Field B, at the western edge of the upper Tell, a stone platform and annexes have been discovered, interpreted as part of a Phoenician sanctuary of the Iron Age (Fig. 5) . A sounding showed that the area of field B was inhabited during most of the Early Iron Age while layers with Late Bronze Age pottery were rare and within the small sounding unconnected to any architecture. In the lower part of the sounding, about 3 meters under the surface level, a Middle Bronze Age bee-hive tomb with a circular corbelled stone structure was discovered. Directly above this structure was a burnt earthen floor from which came one diagnostic sherd datable to Late Cypriot IIC. Since no recognisable material from a later period was found at this level, it has been assigned to the Late Bronze Age. When found, the Middle Bronze Age tomb was sealed. Once opened, we found a 35 cm high jug with decoration reminiscent of the Bathrobe Ware of the late Middle Bronze/early Late Bronze Age (Fig. 6) . The jug has butterfly motives on the shoulder and black parallel lines on the body. A similar jug is known from Tomb 36 in Ugarit, where it is dated to the Middle Bronze Age. It has an identical form and similar decoration. Berthold Einwag classifies this Bathrobe jug from Ugarit as Levantine Painted Ware, also attested in the northern Levant at Tell al Shalihiya, Amrit, Tell Sukas and Ugarit.
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A further parallel in form and decoration can be found amongst the decorated North Syrian-Cilician Ware or Amuq-Cilician Ware attested in Ugarit, Tell Gudeida, Qatna and Alalah. The butterfly motives of the jugs are especially similar to our find.
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In the lower level of the tomb, two adult skeletons were recovered, both articulated, although the heads were damaged. In the case of the second skeleton the head seemed to have been removed prior to inhumation. The first, larger skeleton lay in a fetal position on its right side with the legs bent beneath and the head facing east. The second skeleton lay on its back, facing up, and arms crossed over its chest. Lying next to the shin of the larger skeleton was a fenestrated bronze axe of the duckbill variety well known from Ugaritic tombs and datable (according to Schaeffer) to Ugarit Moyen II.
Due to the limited excavated area in Field B, our information for the Middle and Late Bronze Age is very incomplete. The Phoenician/Iron Age strata in this part of the Tell are around 1.5 meters thick, with another 1.0 meter of occupation levels lying between the Early Iron Age and the top of the Middle Bronze Age tomb. The information from the small sounding is too limited at the moment to draw further conclusions. Subsequent investigations in this area by the Syrian team might still possibly clarify the Late Bronze Age situation.
Field A
Field A lies to the east of Field B, near the center of the Tell. Here excavations revealed the remains of a large building, the full extent of which has not yet been determined (Fig. 7) . We have identified two major architectural phases with three sub-phases of occupation substantially reusing the same walls. A sounding in the western part of the complex uncovered the oldest occupation horizon of the building with at least one wall that had remained in use into the later sub phases. A great deal of pottery was recovered from this building, with many complete or semi-complete vessels from in situ floor deposits. Much of the pottery was decorated in styles consistent with Early to Middle Iron Age ceramics from the Southern Levant and Cyprus. Also notable are seven seals and sealings as well as other small finds probably connected to workshop activity. structures of phase D (light green) are concerned, we discovered a room with a large amount of pottery on the floor (Fig. 8) RITCHARD 1975, fig. 28:4 and 28:5. 26 See V ANSTEENHUYSE, in print. R IIS et al. 1996 mention that the cups at Tell Sukas are similar to vessels from Ugarit and can be dated to Ugarit Récent 3. 27 Similar jars there have been dated to 950-600 B.C., see O LDENBURG and R OHWEDER 1981, 39. 28 We sincerely thank Dr. Monchambert for his assistance and guidance through the storage facilities at the 'Maison Archéologique de l'Expédition Française à Ras Shamra' in Lattakia. 29 The season 2002 has provided for the first time uncontaminated loci containing sherds typologically belonging to Iron Age I and dating back to 1050 B.C. These loci (TWE-A-00908, TWE-A-00828) contained semicomplete milk bowls and storage jars of the oldest Iron Age type. Whether these loci are covering extensive Late Bronze Ages layers remains to be verified (VANSTEENHUYSE, K. 2002, Ceramic Report Tweini) .
Tell Tweini, ancient Gabala, in the Bronze Age Beneath the Late Bronze Age layers, a jar tomb of the Middle Bronze Age was exposed (Fig. 10) . The large jar contained one skeleton and five ceramic vessels: two red slipped juglets, 34 one dipper juglet, 35 a little carinated bowl and 30 TWE-A-00032-C-016, TWE-A-00043-C-028. 31 TWE-A-00043-C-012. 32 A sherd in local ware and style can be dated to Ugarit Récent 1 (1600-1450 B.C.). It finds parallels in B UHL 1983, 262 and in S CHAEFFER 1949, fig. 50:19. 33 V ANSTEENHUYSE, A L -MAQDISSI and V AN L ERBERGHE 2002. 34 One of these jugs resembles a piriform jug from Sukas (THRANE 1978, fig. 61 )(MB II). A similar jug was also found in Ras Shamra i n Grave XXXVI (SCHAEFFER 1949, figs. 102, 105, 107, 109, and 129, pls. XXXVIII and XLIV) . 35 The dipper juglet is similar to Type 1 jugs from Sukas (THRANE 1978: fig. 54 ). The type was a long-lived one. It can also be found at Ras Shamra (SCHAEFFER 1949, fig. 106 one red slipped plate with a three-loop handled base (Figs. 11-12 ).
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The typology of the storage jar 37 itself places this context in the Middle Bronze Age, but the whole assemblage of the five vessels provides a more precise dating. For in Ugarit, we find tombs with exactly the same composition of grave gifts. In a pit under Tomb XXXVI, a Kamares ware cup of Middle Minoan II was found together with a collection of similar vessels as those from the jar tomb at Tweini. The whole assemblage was dated to Ugarit Moyen II.
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The second Late Bronze Age context is situated in a room in the southeastern part of the building where we excavated down to the foun- 36 A parallel has been found at Tell el-Dab c a, made of Egyptian Nile alluvium, dating to MB IIA-B (Tell elDab c a 4629), see M C G OVERN 2000, pl. 9c. 37 The storage jar resembles a jar from Sukas which has been dated to Ugarit Moyen 2 or MB II (THRANE 1978, fig. 71; S CHAEFFER 1949, fig. 100: 31) . 38 S CHAEFFER 1962, pl. XV, fig. 5. Tell Tweini, ancient Gabala, in 43 See also L AGARCE and L AGARCE 2000 for a broader overview. 44 T HRANE 1978. 45 One can refer here to the 'sanctuary' as discussed in R IIS et al. 1996. 46 Forrer never published his excavation report but partial notes were printed in E HRICH 1939. dations (Fig. 13) . Floor patches were visible, probably belonging to the earliest occupation of the room in the early Iron Age. Below that floor, layers with Late Bronze Age ceramics were excavated, but again not in association with architecture as was the case in the soundings. Here we found a nearly complete profile of a milk bowl, decorated in the Cypriot White Slip II tradition (Fig. 14) .
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Some fragments of a bilbil in Base Ring Ware were also found. Just beneath the Iron Age layers, we found a jar handle inscribed with a possible Cypro-Minoan sign.
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A similar sign was also found on an Aegean coarse ware stirrup jar in Tomb V at Ugarit. 41 Further surface finds from Field A included three fragments of Late Bronze Age wishbone handles.
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All this confirms occupation at the Tell or very close by during the Late Bronze Age. However, the Base Ring Ware and the milk bowls also suggest that this habitation was rather LB II than LB I in date. What happened during the transition from the Middle Bronze to the Late Bronze Age at Tell Tweini remains vague at present, as is the case at Ugarit.
Field C
On the eastern flank of the Tell, a massive fortification wall was excavated during the campaigns of 2001 and 2002 (Figs. 15-16) . The length of the preserved wall is nearly a 100 meters and its actual preserved height is over five meters (Fig. 17) . The construction date of this still impressive architecture remains in debate, but, like at Ugarit, it is possible that it was constructed during the Middle Bronze Age and reused in the Late Bronze Age. In a small sounding at the foot of the wall, only the Iron Age levels have been exposed until now, but these could have been deposited as a result of runoff from the Tell surface. Further investigations will be carried out in the following seasons.
The place of Tell Tweini in the northern Levant
This chronological situation is not surprising if one looks at other sites in the region.
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Tell Sukas, five kilometres to the south from Tell Tweini, must have been inhabited during the Middle Bronze Age, but so far mainly tombs have been found dating to this period. 44 Clear traces of habitation can be found again only in LB II.
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Qalat Er-Rouss, about 9 kilometers to the north of Tweini, is a potentially interesting site. Forrer 46 did note in 1934 that it was one of the largest tells in the plain. He made some test trenches and suggested a very long and uninterrupted habitation at the site. S CHAEFFER (1949, Fig. 12 42), on the other h and, did note that there appears to have been a break in habitation from the Middle to the Late Bronze Age. We have tried to restudy the pottery excavated by Forrer but the collection, first studied in the thirties of the last century, h as apparently disappeared from the storage facilities at the University Museum of the University of Pennsylvania and from Bryn Mawr College. 47 However, a recent rescue excavation at the site by the Museum of Lattakia uncovered numerous fragments of milk bowls and Base Ring Ware. These finds make it certain that at least LB II is well attested at Qalat Er-Rouss.
It is also interesting to note that Late Bronze Age levels are nearly absent at Tell Siyannu. Yet, it is possible that the construction of the later Assyrian fortress destroyed much of the evidence. the site of Tell Ras Shamra or Ugarit. Is it possible that the plain of Jebleh was indeed a border region, as suggested by VAN S OLDT (1998) on the basis of tablets found in Ugarit? The contestation of sites in this border region, such as Tell Tweini, by various political authorities would explain why most sites are not very large in LB I. In any case, the site of Ugarit remains the reference site for the entire region. This may especially be evident in the relative chronology we have used in the presentation of the ceramics of Tell Tweini. At this moment we have no absolute dates from our excavation. Of course, it is our goal to use some of the unexcavated parts of partially excavated primary contexts to retrieve material for absolute dating in the near future. Unfortunately, few such dates, C14-datings for example, exist for the site of Ugarit. This is why we have decided to present no absolute dates here but only cross-references. The interrelated network of ceramic typology in the archaeological material may be growing fast in the Northern Levant but there is still a lot of work to be done in order to fix it to precise absolute dates. 
